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«« I hope theré never Will be room for any one te entertain an idea, that ministers are too big for punish- 
“ ment, and out of the reach of parliament. This house has drawn tlic line, and I make no doubt but 
«* those who shall transgress it, will find that parliament does not want power to bring them to punishment, 
‘ let their rank be what it may. It is not, therefore,.because the house cannot punish ministers who may 
& disobey it, that we extend responstbility to those who may obey the unlawful commands of ministers ; but, 
« solely. because there should not exist a possibility of ministers first beiag guilty of disobedience themselves, 
‘© and then shifting the blame on the shoulders of their inferiors,” M&. Pitt's Speech in the House of Com- 


mons, 4th March, 1792. 
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AFFAIRS OF INDIA, 

Sir, ——1 have attetitively tead your re- 
marks dn the present state of India. [n many 
of your observations 1 fully agree I will take 
the liberty to mention certain’ points, on 
which I differ frorti you, and I will endea- 
vour to explain the causes to which ouf pre- 
seut embarrassments in India, ought fairly to 
be imputed ———{ am afraid, Mr. Cobbett, 
ihat the actual debts of India, instead of 
being twenty millions as you state them, are 
at this moment thirty mi-lions sterling at the 
least. —- In this country we have unhappily 
been able to borrow motiey to such an ex- 
teat, that a débt of thirty millions appears a 
mere trifle; especially, when itis Gonsidered 
that the revenues of India are tén millions a 
year, But fo reasoning eam be more dar- 
rerous, or more fallacious. The debt of 
odia bears an interest of 12 pet cent. or at 
least, a part of it does, and the remaining 
part an iotetest of 10 pet certt., which is a 
deduction of thtee millions # year, from the 
Indian revenues, léavitig seven millions a 
year, for the civil, judicial, and military ex- 
penses of India, which at present far exceed 
seven millions sterling a yeat.——df the 
present systerti is continued, therefore, so far 
from India being the brightest gem in the 
British erowa, it will be a <r upon 

Great Britain ——You ate in or Mr. 
Cobbert, when you impute to the Cénrt of 
Directors, or tothe East India Compaty any 
biame, for the measeres "which ‘have occa- 
Sioned the présent debt. From the year 
1784, wheh Mr. Pitt’s bill passed, to this 
day, the political affairs of- India have been 
under the manaretent of a hoard of com- 
missioners appointed by his Majesty, That 
board fixed the civil and military establish- 
ments, and appointed the governors of India, 
Mr. Dundas invariably avowed in Parlia- 
nent, that-as president of the board, he was 










alone responsible fo e goad and economi- 
cal government, of India.. The merit or de- 
merit therefore, @f each iniportant transac- 
toa belongs to. iim fo 180 Fig fe Som 
lime to his successor byrne Lord Castle- 
teagh.——Allow me as shortly as it fs pos 
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sible to doit, to contrast the past with the 
present state of India.—Prior to our territo- 
rial acquisitions, the trade from India was 
carried on by the exportation of bullion from 
Great Britain.—Since 1765, when we a- 
quired the sovereignty of Bengal, no bullioti 
was sent to India untit 1802. ‘The invest- 
ments of each year were made by the sur- 
plas revenues of Bengal, by the very small 
drafts which the directors permitted their 
governments to draw upon their treasury in 
England, and by the sale of exports, which 
were not very considerable, with two excep- 
tions. In 1770 bills were drawn upon the 
directors to the amount of one million; and, 
in 1781, when we were engaged in an ar- 
duous contest with France, the Mabhrattas, 
and Hyder Ally Cawny Mr. Hastings was 
compelled to purchase the investment of 
that year with borrowed money, and to draw 
upon the Company for the amount of that 
itivestment.——Lord Clive had calculated 
in 1765, that after paying every expense, 
there would be a surplus of one million ster- 
liog each year in Bengal, [In 1772, Mr. 
Hastings succeeded to that government, 
The debt of Bengal was then a million ster- 
ling,: contracied chielly by the remittances 





| sent by the Bengal government to Madras, 


and Bombay, in the three preceding’ years. 
‘This debt he not only paid off, but in 1777, 
there was a surplosof above a million ster 
ling in the Bengal treasury; and very 
valuable cargoes were sent every season 
from Bengal to Great Britain. India 
at that period, was indeed, the brightest jew- 
el io the British crown.—-—lIp 1778, the 
war with France commenced..: It was the 
great object of France to recover ber lost 
conseqtience if lodiay Toveffect this she 
sent secret agehts to Poona, and to Hydet 
Ally, prior to the commencement of the . 
war, an official ipformation*that she bad 
dune $0, Was trankmiited to Mr, Hasting , 
by Lord Stormont, then the British ambas-. 


sodor at Patis. . The, Mabratta \@ r wae 
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acquire territorial dominions. Theinvasion 
of the Carnatic by Hyder Ally, was also the 
result of French intrigues, and in the pro- 
gress of the war, France sent out seventeen 
sail of the Jine, and three thousand of her 
best troops under De Bussy.—— We succes- 
fully resisted this most formidable confede- 
racy, and at the close of the war, France.and 
Holland had jst all their settlements in In- 
dia, We had several armies in thie field, ac- 
tively employed for five years, and when 
peace was concluded throughout India, the 
whole debt of India amounted .to eight mil- 
lions sterling, while two millions sterling 
were added to the annual resources of Bengal 
by Mr. Hastings. —-—1 dare say, Mr. Cob- 


bett, you can remember the difference of 


opinion which prevailed in England in 1782, 
as to the origin of the Mahrattawar, A se- 
cret committee of the House of Commons 
was appointed expressly to report the origin 
and the causes of that war; Mr. Dundas 
was the chairman, and he moved various re- 
solutions tending to show that it was a war 
of offence, not of precaution and defence, 
He deprecated the idea of further conquests 
in India, and trusted that no future gover- 
nor, after the sense of parliament was known, 
would endeavour to rival the Emperor Au- 
rengzebe; since any addition of territory in 
India by congucst, was coatrary to the bo- 
nour, the policy, and the justice of Great Bri- 
fain. Here, then, you had the political 
creed of Mr. Dundas. It matters not whe- 
ther he was right or wrong, in imputing the 
Mahratta war to Mr. Hastings, or in suppo- 
sing that he wished toextend our dominions 
in India by conguest——In 1784, Mr. Pitt's 
bi'l passed, and under that bill, Mr. Dandas 
immediately became the minister of India — 
His first important measure was, to fix the 
civil and military establishments of India. 
It had been the fashion to declaim at. large 





upon the supposed extravagance of Mr. | 


Hastings’s administration. ‘The strictest at- 
tention to economy, was therefore, to be ex- 
pected from Mr. Dundas. Mr. Hastings 
had been thirteen years governor general of 
Bengal, -For five years he had to support a 
war against France, Hyder Ally, andthe 
Mabrattas. This he did support without-the 
assistance of any kind from England, ex- 
cept that in one year he drew bills to the 
-smouot of the investment, which in that 
year he sent home. The debt of Bengal did 
_ not exceed three millions when he quitted the 
overnment, though the whole India debt was 
eight willions,—— at, Mr. Cubbe: ft, is 
the situation of [udia at present? ‘The debt 
: is thnty millions,..and bullion to the amount, 
- Tibaligee, ofeur millions has been sent to 


teste? ‘ 


aia 
‘entirely to new model the: army-in ‘eal 





India during the administration of the Mar. 
quis Wellesley. ut this is not all. The 
India debt of eight millions which existed 
in 1784, has in great part been paid off in 
Englaygd. I do not think I exaggerate, there. 
fore, wheti I say, that'the affairs of the Com. 
pany are worse by thirty millions than they 
were in 1784 ——To what cause are we to 
aitribute this? Is it fo the wars in which we 
have been engaged since 1784. T'think not. 
The first war withTippoo Soltaun was finish- 
edin * two campaigns.” We acquired twenty 
lacks of rupees by the peace which Lord 
Cornwallis concluded with him; besides 4 
very valuable territory; and seventy lacks of 
rupees paid, the extra expenses of the war, 
The second war with Tippoo Sultaun was fi- 
nished in one campaign, by his final over- 
throw ; and our acqu sition of his dominions, 
of which we retained as much as we thought 
proper. —— The extra expenses of the Mab- 
ratta war must have been considerable un- 
doubtedly, and. the warfare still maintained 
with Holkar, must occasion heavy extra ex- 
penses.—-——Tne expedition from Bengal! to 
Egypt was.a very heavy extra expense, which 
fell for the time upon Bengal.— Bat, Sir, 
the great cause of the magnitude of the debt, 
has been the increased expense of the civil, 
judicial, and -financial branches of she go- 
vernments in India, and the still greater in- 
crease of the armies in India. ——Prior to 
the French war in 1778, the establishment 
of the Bengal army was four. companies of 
artillery, three regiments. of European infan- 
try, and.twenty-four. battalions of Sepoys; 
each battalion commanded hy .a captain.— 
The establishment at Madras was not so 
considerable, and that of Bombay very 
trifling. —— As there was no longer a French 
force in India after the peace of 1,783. if it 
had been thought prudent to revert to the 
establishmegt of 1778, the expenses of Ins 
dia would have been, two millions at the 
least, within its annual resources» »All that 
was necessary if. this establishment .hiad been 
deemed . prudent, was to send out. two or 
three thousand recruits to complete our En- 
ropean regiments; and our Sepoy corps 
might have been augmented to any extent, 
when the necessity arose for augmenting 
them. Such I have every reason to. believe 
would have been the plan of the directors, 
had the management remained in their 
bands. ‘But, Mr. Dundas thought it 
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subalterns.—The old, establishment of a bat 
talion of Sepoys was a Captain commandant, 
and ten subalterns, that is one officer to each 
company. Under this. establishment our 
Sepoys faced French regiments, and were 
equal to any service. 1 see no objection to 
the change however, exceptas to the ex- 
pense, which certainly is a very material one, 
The Company's Europedn regiments con- 
tinued mere skeletons, because it was.Mr, 
Dandas's plan to have King’s regiments in | 
Indias and, therefore, the. Company were | 
not permitted to recruit ip England. beyond | 
a certain extent. 
was incarred, by the rank which it was ne- 
cessary to give the Company's: officers, to 
rank and put them on a footing with the ofh- 
cers in his Majesty’s service. Formerly, 
when an officer with the-+rank of captain 
commanded a battation of eight hundred Se. 
poys, it was of no consequence what he was 
called, whether captain.or colonel; bat when 
he acted constantly wiih his Majesty's forces, 
it became necessary that his rank should be 
equal to his command. ——The establishment 
of the army in India, therefore, was under 
Mr. Dundas, treble as to expense in peace, 
fo the peace establishment of 1778.——A 
great change also took place in the civil esta- 
blishments. Under the Company, the pay 
of their civil servants was by no means equal 
to their necessary and unavoidable expenses ; 
but their emoluments when they obtained 
official situations were considerable, though 
noc avowed, It was Mr. Dundas’s. plan to 
make their salaries so large, that a moderate 
fortune, with economy, might be saved in 
twelve or fourteen years, and to cut off every 
possibility of secret emoluments.——I am 
hot finding fault with the principle, but the 
effect was, an increase of half a million ster- 
ling a year in. the civil disbursements of 
Bengal alone, and. the system extended to 
Madras and Bombay also.——The simple 
question is this, Was there a necessity to 
make these important changes in the civil 
and military service of the Company? I 
think not, I thiok that every thing which 
lias been done in India by the joint exertions 
of the King’s and..Conypany's forces, might 
have been effected by the Company's troops 
had the directors been permitted alone, 
'o keep their European regiments complete -. 
———Lord Clive gained the battle of Plassey, 
10 1757, with 640 Evropeans and 2.400 
Sepoys, neuen opposed ee Nabob of 
, 80,000 


Bengal, at head of ‘men, and - 
100 pieces of cannon.——— lajor Adams, in 
1763, drove Cassi Ally Cawo out of Beo- , 





Another great expense ) 
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in the tield. _—Sir Hector Munro, in 1764, 
gained the battle of Buscar, against the 
Vizier Sujah Dowlah, though the latter was 
strongly @ntrenched, had 20,000 trocps,. and 
a nomerous artillery, well served = Sir Hec- 
tor Muuro’s force was less than 7,000 .men, 
and nota seventh of the number Enropeans, 

Sir Eyre Coote defeated Hyer Ally in 
three several engagements, in 1781, when 
Hyder was flushed by his recent. victories, 
though Sir Eyre had at no one time 7 000 
men under his. command.——Colonel God- 
dird marched across the continent of India, 


in 1778, at the head of six battalions of 
| Sepoys, and a small body of C'andaha: horse, 


in despite of every opposition of the Muh- 
rattas. He afterwards conquered the pro- 
vince of Guzzerat, and defeated the Mah- 
rattas in various general actions, —— The 
question may be asked, Whether the Mah- 
raitas fight better now than they did for- 
merly? I do not believe it, Their late 
success against Colonel Monson has been 
owing to other causes, not to the military 
skill of Holkar, nor to the bravery of his 
troops, As far as we know, the misfortune 


, was occasioned by a want of provisions, by 
‘incessant rains, and a want of co operation, 


There has been no French force to assist the 
Mahrattas, except in the management of 
their artillery, and that force was destroyed 
by Lord Lake.—— We have acquired by the 
destruction of Tippoo, in 1790, and by. the 
Jate war with the Mahrattas, a vast accession 
of territory in India. We possess the whole 
sea coast, from Surat on the Malabar side, 
to the Bay of Bengal ; so that it is impossi« 
ble the French, at avy, period, should effect 
a landing in force, if they were mad enough 
to attempt it. Wehave this ‘additional ad- 
vaniage, a revenne in Intia of ten thillioné 
sterling ayear. Were the French. to attack 
us in Iodia, they mast send with pheir fleet, 
and with their wroops, money for their sab- 
sistence, if they could find provisions ’to pure 
chase. I have vo idea therefore, that, the 
petty warfare with Kolkar can endanger our 
empire in India. But, Mr Cobbett, | say 
with you, that if India does nor much morg 
than support itself in fature, oar acquisitions 
are a misfortune, and a /oss. | agree ise 
‘ ‘ indica 

your quotations from Lord Melville's speech 

are very correct. Many of them I heard 
him deliver, and I copeurred in opinion with 
hjm, that India, instead of requiring assist+ 


ance from as, woud afford relief 10, Great 
‘Brisain — Why it has not yet done so, is 


pla. The expenses which Mr Dundas 
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ale cause of our disappoiutment.—~France 

as never beet able since 1783, to give us 
he $ma'lest disturbancé in India, beyond 
thecapturé of a féw trading vessels, and we 
have always had a superior fleet in the In- 
dian Ocean.—— Our debt has aot been con- 
tracted by the wars with the country powers, 
in which we have been engaged since 1784, 
but by the extent of our civil and milftary 
establishments, (both of which were formed 


y Lord Melville) and by the expenses of ) 


the expedition to Egypt.——It may be said 
in opposition to my humble~¢pinion, that 
our military establishments must rémain as 
they now are, andthat no reduction of the 
cryil charges can take place. If so, I am 
most confident, that instead of 2 diminution 
of the India debt, it must increase as long 
as-money can be. borrowed in India.—— 


Lord Melville once observed in the House 


of Commous, that since he had looked into 
the Company's accounts, he was astonished 
to find how very inconsiderable the extra 
expenses, incarred by the wars in India had 
been, compared With the idea which he had 
formed of their amount. Though the ob- 
servation, as applied to himself was correct, 
yet it does ‘not follow that the extra ex- 
penses occasioned by war, in India, are 
trifling; on the contrary, they are very 
forge owing to the increased allowances to 
officers-and men when on sérvice, and to 
the increased expense of the ordnance de- 
partment. But at the periods to which 
ord Melville referred, the armies with 
Which we conguered, and preserved India, 
were so. small, that the largest force em- 
ployed in any one body, ‘would appear as an 
advanced guard to the armies we now main- 
tain, —-—AsraTicus, 


SCOTCH PATRONAGE, ~ 

Six,—Thowgh a century hay very ‘near 
elapsed, since the union of England and 
Scotland, it is surprising to observe how lit- 
tle the people, or even the statesmen of the 
former country, know of, or ititerest them- 
selves in the affairs peculiar to thé latter. 
Various examples of this might-be given ; 
buat at present I'am only to’staie one, We 
we all, or at least many liave heard of the 
wil Establishment of Scotland, as distinct 
rom the English establishment. We have 
eard of the Scots Pension List, which forms 
bo inconsiderable part of that establishment; 
and ‘though’a few years agoa “copy of it 

















was laid before the F Commons, yet 
po person én “that, or any other occasion, 
it of inquiting out of what fund that 
ymént and those : rd nperk 

your permission ill, through the 
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medinm of your. Register, let the public 4 
little into, the secret, or rather put them on 
the scent, if it shall be thought worth pros 
secuting.———The proper revenue of the 
Scottish movarchs arose from the ‘quit renry 
or ditties paid ont of lands ; the tithes which 
cante to the crown, by the reformation, and 
the aboliiion ef episcopacy ; and what are 
called casualtirs, that is, fittes upon the 
chattge of propetiy and other contingencies, 
The amount of these, though much dimi- 
dished’ by the lavish gratitsanade by James 
the Oth (the Ist of England), and ‘his ste. 
cessors, was, at the union, still very con. 
siderable. These composed the privy purse, 
out of which the civil establishment, the 
salaries of the judges, &c,. were paid. The 
remainder was considered to be at the dis. 
posal of the monarch, that is, of his ‘miinis- 
ter; for I presume you are not to Jearn, 
that eversince the union, there has been a 
person, well Known to the counfry, thougli 
hot; perhaps, altogether so well known to 
the constitution; by the title of minister for 
Scotland. . That office has beeh Held for 
many years by Lord Melville, and’ the great 
duty of it is the recommendation for places 
dad fenstons, and particularly the distribu. 
tion of the surplus ef the revenue above- 


mentioned, throagh the chantiel of the Trea- | 


sury, the Barons of the Scots exchequer, 
and the Receiver. of the King’s land ‘rents 
and casuatties.—-——What now comes into 
the hands of the general reéeiver from that 
source, is ‘reduced to a trifle: a new mode 
of giving pensions has been adopted, by 
making’grarts of the revenue arising tm-pat- 
ticular districts, Or which onght to be. paid 
out of particular estates. ‘Thereis now be- 
fore the House of C smmone an instance of 


this in the grant to Lady Melville, of tie 


rents of the lordship of Fife, by whith about 
Qool. a*year (hot to mention 3,600L. of ar- 


taken from the fund especially appropriatee 
for the civil establishmént; . It were easy, 
but it might be deemed invidious, ‘to name 
many others pensioned in the same a 


rears) are put into her yr aane 


And there is another mode of lessen 
revenue. The debtors of the crown, 
the annual payment is considerable (and you 
will guess who these are) are siffered to ran 
in arrear, and, from time to time, ot 
discharges, or their guietzs ; but that is t 








the tavour of the ministet, and dépenils, you - 


will easily believe, upon Weir 
vidur.—— While thé fund out ¢ 
cheliieh oe ensions ough 
to be paid is thus abstracred, the Ist it 





PEE OS OR 


fe a a eo 






who, by Mr. Burke's bul,is restrained from 
granti ng above 400! -ayear, (F think) -with- 
out th® cousentof p ils ament ; winess the 
pension of 1.é 500). lately granted 40 Lord 
Melville, in addition te his salary of 3,000). 
a year for discharg) ng the sinecure office of 
pricy seal. Jtis said, that when Lord Mel- 
ville re signed his Er nglish othee about ‘three 
years ago, he left with Mr. Addington a list 
of pensions he had promised to procure so 
numerous, and to such an amount, that that 
gentleman stood aghast at it, and, witha 
few exceptions, they were not granted 
duri: ag his administration. ~ Waether the 
promises have been fulfilled stuce / ord Alel- 
ville and Mr Pitt came again into office will 
appear, if any member of parliament, thinks 
it worth while to cail for: the pension. ‘list, 
aud the dates of the several warrants.—-— 
Tbat the /and rents and casualties, and‘other 
monies actually comiug into the hands tf the 
receiver gerieral, who is the paymaster of 
the establishment, arenot sofficient for that 
purpose, seems therefore highly. probable. 
——fhey aie gevetaly understood to ~be 
gi eatly deficient, and yet the establishinent 
aud pensiows are paid with much more re- 
gularity in Scotland thanin Eogland. From 
whreace does the honey come ?. That is the 
question [ wish to be put,where an answer 
can be compelled, aod an. evasion. or false 
answer detected. -—Til} I see whether ‘this 
attracts notice, I shall only add, that I be- 
licve if an investigation were made, a. scene 
would be laid open sufficient to excite 
astonishment, even in these: times, and 
afier the appearance of the Tenth Report. 
——>coTO BRITANNICUS, 
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DOMESTIC OFFICIAL. PAPERS. 
Captuxg or Dominica.——Copy of a 





Letter of General Prevost, commanding at 


Dominica, to. the Master of the Sloop. ‘in- 


deavour, to be delivered to the Commander - 


in Chief of His Majesty'e Forces, or to the 

Governor or President of the first Land he 
should make. Dated 24th Feb. 1805. 

Str,—You will.inform the seneiauser 

in chief of His Majesty's ‘naval and land 

forces, that a force from: fe tae consisting 


of one three-decker andtwo 74's, frigates, - 


&c. witk troops on board, invested the island 
01 the 20th, and made good their landing 
on the foliowing day (the minh; they were 


Most successfully resisted. by the troops. un-— 
repeatedly driven - 


der my command, and 
back.——_- The ships of we in ial 
tempted to silence the 

tunately the cown being’ on an , he 
on the right, potwithaisadi “font war 
conduct, were compelled. so 
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1 deemed it prudent to allow the council to 
capitulate for the town of Roseau and. its 
dependencies, whilst I attempted, by forced 
marches, to get into Prince Rupert, with 
such force as | could collect, in which I 
have succeeded, and wait their attack op thig 
post, with a well grounded expectation that 
His Majesty's regulars and militia forees will 
again - distinguish themselves. I retreated 
from Roseay on the Qist, at 4P,M. and 
understand the terms J] prescribed are ac- 
eeded to. I prdered none to be-accepted 
that were not ‘hi nourable, and desired the 
Freneh*commander not to allow bis troops 
to disgrace themselves by plundering, or ang 
act of wantonnes:. You are hereby desired 


| to sail inmediately, and make the first island 











es 





sa 






you can. \f privateers in the Guadaloupe 
hapnel prevent your turoing to windward, 
make: Montserrat or Antigua. 
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CATHOLICS’ PETITION, 


On Monday, the 25th of March, the follewing 
Petition ‘of the Roman Catholics of Ireland 
was laid before the tevo Houses of Parlia- 
ment. 

TO THE RIGHT HONOURABLE AND HO- 
NOURABLE THE KNIGHTS, CITIZENS, 
BURGESSES OP THE UNITED KINGDOM 
OF GREAT BRITAIN, AND IRELAND, IN 
PARLIAME)\T ASSEMBLED, 

The humble Petition of the Roman Catholics of 
Ireland, whose namesare hereunto subscribed, 
on bthalf of themselves and of others his Ma- 
jesty’s subjects professing the Roman Catho- 
lic religion, 

Suewera,—~ That your petitioners are 


| stedfastly attached to the person, family, and 


goverument of their Most Gracious Sove- 
reign; that they are impressed with senti- 
meats. of affectionate gratitude for the be» 
nign Jaws which have been enacted for me- 
liorating their condition during his paternal 
reign, and that they contemplate, with ra- 
tional and decided predilection, the admira- 
ble principles of the British constitution. — 

Your petitioners most hu state, that 
they have, solemnly and publi: ly, taken the 
oaths by law presctibed to his Majesty's Ro- 
man Catholic subjects, as tests of political 
and moral principles ; and they yrmyee 

appeal tothe sufferings Dray th 
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yr oent—that by th se awful tests they 
biod themselves, in th. presence of the all- 
see! g Deity, whom all classes of Christians 
adore, “to be f* ‘hful and bear true alle- 
* siance to their most graciou. Sovereign 
“ Lord King George the Third, and bim to 
** defend to the utmost of their power against 


. @ all conspiracies and attempts whatsoever 


* that shall be made, against his person, 
** crown or dignity ; to do their utmost en- 


-  deavours to disclose and make kpown to 


** his Majesty and his heirs all treasons and 
** traitorous conspiracies which may be form- 
“ ed against him or them, and faithfully to 
“ maintain, support, and defend, to the ut- 
*« most of their p wer, the succession to the 
** Crown in his Majesty's family against any 
“ person or persons whatsoever.”-—* That, 
“ by those oaths they renounce and abjure 
* obedience and allegiance unto any other 
** person claiming or pretending a right to 
the crown of this realm : —that they reject 
** and detest, as anchristian and impious to 
** believe, -that itis lawful in any ways to 
“¢ jujure any person or persons what oever 
** under pretence of their be ng heretics, and 
“* also that unchristian and impious princi- 
** ple,— that no faith is to be kept with he- 
** retics; that it is no article of, their faith, 
** and that they renounce, reject, and abjure 
the opinion, that princes, excommuni- 
*€ cated by the pope and council or by any 
** au bority whatsoever, may be deposed, or 
f* murde ed by their subjects or by any per- 
*€ gon whatsoever; that they do not believe 
*§ that the Pope of Rome or any other fo- 
** reign prince, prelate, state or potentate, 
** hath or ought io have any temporal or ci- 
*¢ vil jusisdiction, power, superiority or pre- 
*‘ eminence withio this realm; that they 
** firmly believe, that no act, m itself unjust, 
** immoral or wicked, can ever be justified, 
*« or excused by or under pretence or colour, 
* that it was done for the good of the church 
** or in obedience to any ecclesiastical power 
** whatsoever, and that it is not an article of 
** the Catholic faith, neither are they there- 
‘© by required to believe or profess, that the 
* pope is jnfaliible, or that. they are bound 
* to avy order, in its own nature immoral, 
* thoogh the pope or any ecclesiastical pow- 
** er should issue or direct such order; but 
** that on the gontrary they bo'd, that it 
* would be sinful in ther to ‘pay any re- 
$f ‘spret or obedience thereto ; thet they do 
* got believe, that any sia whatsoever, com- 
#,mitted by thém, can be forgiven at the 
“ oyere will of any pope or of #y priest, or 
‘* of any person or persons whatsoever, but 
** that apy person, who receives absolution 
gk without @ sincere sorrow for such sin and 
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“ a firm and sincere reso'ution to avdid fy. 
‘« ture guilt, and to. atone to: God, go far 
‘from obtaining thereby any remission of 
* his sin, incurs tte additional goilt of vio. 
‘« Jating a sacrament ; aud” by the same so. 
Jemn obligation “ they are bound and fim. 
“ ly pledged to defend, to the utmost of . : 

“ their power, the settlement and arrange. 
** ment of property in their country, as esta. 
‘* blished by the laws now in being; that 
‘¢ they have disclaimed, disavowed, and so. 
* lemnly abjured any intention to. subvert 
“the present church establishment for 
* the purpose of substiteting a Catholic 
‘* establishment in its stead ;” and that they 
have also solemnly sworn, “ that they will 
f* not exercise any privilege, to which they 
** are or may become entitled, to disturb or 


; vice 
| © weaken the Protestant religion or Protes- 
| tant governmert in Ireland.”"——Your - 


petitioners most bombly beg leave-to shew, 
that however painfal it ts to their feelings, 
that it should still be thought necessary to 
exact such te ts fron’ them, (and from them 
alone of all his Majesty’s subjects); they 
can with perfect trath affirm, that the polin- 
cal and moral principles, which are thereby 
asseried, are not only confotmable to their 
opinions, but expressly inctleated by thé re- 
hgion which they profess; and your petis 
toners most humbly trust, that the religious 


_ doctrines, which permit such tests to be 
taken, will be pronounced by this honours 
_ able House to be entitled to a toleration, not 


merely partial but complete, onder the happy 
constitution and government of this realm; 
and that his Mayesty’s Roman Catholic sub- 
jects, holding those principles, will be can- 
sidered as subjects, upon whose fidelity the 
state may repose the firmest reliance —Your 


_ petitioners: further most humbly shew, that 
| 20 years have now elapsed since ‘their most 


| gracioys Sovereign 


tt 





| 


and the honourable 
Hoiises of Parliament in Ireland, by their 
‘public and deliberate act, declared, that, 
* from the uniform peaceable behaviour of 
the Roman Catholics of Ireland for a Jong 
series of years, it appeared reasonable and 
expedient to relax the disabilities and incapa+ 
cities under which they - laboured, and 
that it mast tend not only to the cultivation 
and improvement of this kingdomy bat. to 
the prosperity and strength of all-his Majes- 
ty’s dominions, that his Majesty's sabjects of 
all denominations should enjoy the blessing 

of a free constitution, and should be bound 
to each other by motuai interest and mutui 

affection,” a declaration, foonded upop uner> 
ting principles of ‘justice and sound 
which still remains to be carried into fuil ef- 
fect (although your petitioners are | 
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with a belief, that the apprehensions, which “possessed, it establishes a species of qualified 


retarded its beneficial operation previous to 
the union, canoot exist in the Parliament of 
the United Kingdom.)——For your peti- 
tiovers most humbly shew, that, by virtue of 
divers statutes now in force, his Majesty's 
Roman Catholic subjects, who form so great 
a proportion of the population of Ireland, 
and contribute so largely to. the resources of 
the state, do yet labour under many tncapa- 
cities, restraints, and privations, which affect 
them with peculiar severity in almost every 
station of life; that more especially they are 
denied the capacity of sitting or voting in 
either of the honourable Houses of Parlia- 
ment; the manifold evils consequent upon 
which incapacity they trust it is unnecessary 
to unfold and enumerate to this hon, House, 
They are disabled from holding or exercising 
(unless by a special dispensation) any cor- 
porale otice whatscever tn the cities or 
towns in which they reside ; they are inca- 
pacitated and disqualified ‘from holding or 
exercising the offices. of sheriffs and sub- 
sheriffs, and various offices of trast, hunour, 
and emolument in the state, in His Majesty's 
military and naval service, and in the ad- 
ministration of the laws, in this their native 
land. —— Your petitioners, decliving to 
enter into the painful detail of the many 
iuespacities and inconvenijencies avowedly 
inflicted by those statutes, upow His Majesty's 
Roman Catholic subjects, beg leave, how- 
ever, mo t earnestly to solicit the attention 
of this fon. House, to the humiliating and 
ignom:nions system of éxcluson, reproach, 
aod suspicion, which those’ statues generate 
and keep alive. —— For your petitioners 
most humbly shew, that it consequence of 
the hostile spirit thereby sanctioned, their 
hopes of enjoying even the privileges, 
Which through the benignity of their most 
stacious Sovereign, they have been capacitated 
to enjoy, are nearly altogether frustrated, 
inasmuch that they are, in effect, shut out 
from almost all the honours, dignities, and 


othces of trast and emolument in the state, ° 


from rank and distinction in His Majesty's 
army and navy, and even from the lowest 
situations and franthises in the several cities 
and corporate towas throughout His Majesty’s 
dominions, —— And your petitiobers severe- 
ly feel, that - this unqualified interdiction of 
those of their communion from all municipal 
stations, from the franchises of all guilds 
and corporations, aod from the patronage 
end benefits annexed to those situations, is 
an evil not terminating in itself ; for they beg 
leave to state, that, by giving an advantage 
over those of their communion to others, 
by whom guch sitaations are exclusively 


ef Uae, me a wea 
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monopoly, universally operating in their dis- 
favour, contrary to the spirit, and highly 
detrimental to the freedom of trade.—— 
Your petitioners likewise severely feel, 
that His Majesty’s Roman Catholic subjects, 
in cousequence of their exclusion frow the 
Offices of sheriffs and sub sheriffs, and. of 
the hostile spirit of those statutes, do not 
fully enjoy certain other inestimable privi- 
leges of the British Constitution, which the 
law has most jealously maintained and se- 
cured to their fellow subjects. —Y our peti- 
tioners most humbly beg leave to solicit the 
attention of this Honourable House to the 
distinction which has conceded the elective, 
and denies the representative franchise to 
one and the same class of His Majesty's sub- 
jects; which detaches from property its 
proportion of political power under a Con- 
stitution, whose vital principle is the union 
of the one with the other; whieh closes 
every avenue of legalized ambition against 
those who most be presumed to have gre: t 
credit and influence among the mass of the 
population of the country; which refuses 
to peers of the realm all share in the legis- 
lative representation, eitheir actual or vir- 
tual, and renders the Jiberal profession a 
the law to Roman Catholics a mere object 
of pecuniary traffic, despoiled of its hope, 
and of its bonours,—— Y our petitioners fur- 
ther most humbly shew, that the exclasion 
of so numerous and efficient a portion of 
His Majesty's subjects as the Roman Catho- 
lics of this realm, from’ civil honours and 
offices and from advancementin His Majesty's 
army and navy, actually impairs, in a very 
material degree, the most valuable resources 
of the British Empire, by impeding His 
Majesty's general service, stifling the most 
honourable and powertul incentives to civil 
and military ‘merit, and unnecessarily re- 
stricting the exercise of that bright prero- 
gative of the Crown, which encourages good 
subjects to promote the public welfare, and 
excites them to meritoriots actions, by a 
well regulated distribution of public honours 
and rewards. —— Your petitioners beg leave 
most humbly to submit, that those manifold 
incapacities, restraints and privations, are ab- 
solutely repugnant ‘to the liberal and com- 
prehensive principles recognized by their 
most gracious Sovereign and the Parliament 
of Ireland: that they are impolitic restraints 
tpon His Majesty's prerogative ; that they 
are hurtful and vexatious to the feelings ot 
a loyal and generous peopié, and that the 
tetal abolit‘on of them will be focbd not 
only compatible with, but highly conducive 
to, the perfect security of every cetablisii- 
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aneat, relig*nus or political, now existing in 
this «real --—-lor your peiitioners most 
explicity declare, that they do not seek or 
Wish, in the remotest degree, to injure or 
encrosch upen * the rights, privileges, 
** jinmanities, possessions, or revenues, ap- 
“ pertaining to the bishops and clergy of 
*€ 1%e Protestant Religion as by law eéstab- 
* lished, or to the churches committed to 
** their charge, or te any of them.”—The 
sole object of your petnioners being an 
equal part cipation, upon eqnal terms with 
their fellow subjects of the full benefts of 
the British Laws and Constitution.—-—Yoar 
vetitioners beg leave most humbly to ob- 
serve, that, athough they might well and 
justly insist upon the firm and unabated 
loyalty of “His Majesty’s Koman Catholic 
subjects to their most gracious Sovereign, 
their profound respect for the legislature, 
gud their dutiful submission to the laws, 
yet they most especially rest their bumble 
claims and expectations of telief upon the 
clear and manifest conduciveness of the 
yweasure, which they solicit, to the general 
and permanent tranquillity, jstrengih, and 
happines of the Bri:i-h Empire. | And your 
}rtitioners, entertaining no doybt of | its 
final accomplishment, from its evident jus- 
tice and utility, do most solemnly assure 
this Honourable House, that their earnes} 
volicitude for it, at this peculiar crisis, 
nrises principally fram their anxious desire 
to extinguish all motives to disunion. and all 
means of exeiting discontent.—- ' 
petitioners hambly state it as their deeide 
opinion, that the enemiés of the British 
“npire, who meditate the subjagation of 
Jicland, have no hope of success, Save in 
the disedion of ifs inhabitants; and there- 
fore it isy that your petitioners are deeply 
anxious, at tlustimoment, that a measure 
should Le accomplished, whieh will anrihi- 
bate the principle of religious aoimosity, and 
animate al] descriptions of His Majes‘y’s 
subject fo an enthusiastic defence of the 
best Constitution, that has ever yet been 
established. —— Your petitioners therefore 
most humbly presnme to express their 
earnest, but respectfal hope, that “this Ho- 
yourable House will, in its wisdom and li- 






vrce against them, no longer necessary to 
ve retaned, and that His Majesty's loyal. 


and dutifa) subjects, professing the Roman 


Catholic retigion, may bé effectually re- 
ieved trom tHe operation of those satutes, 
and that so the¥ may be restored to the full 
enjoyment of the benefits of the British 
Constiraticn, and to every inducement of 
tachment to that Cohstitution, equa'ly 
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and in common with -theip fellow subjects 
throughout the British Empire, —— And 
your petitioners willever pray, &c. Shrews- 
bury, Waterford, and Wexford, Fingall, 
Kenmare, Gormanstown, Séuthwell, fria- 
lestown, Robert Planket, ‘homas Batne- 
wail, Thouas French; Bt. Edward Bellew, 
Bt. Francis “soold, Bt, Thomas Ryan, 
James Ryan, Edward Moore, John Purcell, 
M. D. Thomas Igav, M, D. * Ambrose 
O’Farrel, Richard Bolger, Randal Mac- 
Doonel,* Chri-topher D. Bellew, Anthony 
Donelan, John Hartmey, Gerard Wm. Ba- 
got, O'Donogbue of the Glins, Hugh O’Con- 
nor, Pierce O'Brien Butler, Jobn O'Reilly, 
Thomas O'Connor, John Rorke, James 
Nowlan, jun. Nicholas Fleging, Denis 
Thomas O'Brien, James Scully, Denys 
Scully, James Nangle, Antony O'Donel, 
M. D. ‘Thomas Warren, Joho Duly, 
Richard Sause, Bartholomew Taylor, Joseph 
‘Taylor, Charles Kyan, Francis Ciuive, 
Nicholas Gannop, Valentine O’Connor, 
Walter Dowdal!, Francis Coleman, Lewis 
Ward, James P, Ward} Valentine O'Con- 
nor, jun. Thomas Fitagerald, David Hin- 
chy, James Barron, Eeward hyan, Joho 
Burke, Edward Poke, James Byrne, John. 
Brennan, Jeremsah Ryan, Pierse Barron, 
Wm. Barron, Charles Byrne, Dominick 
Rice, Ambrose Moore, Rundle P. Mac- 


| DonneM, bneas Mac Donnell, John Byrne, 


Robert Caddel, Daniel O'Connell, Thomag 
Barry, Joho Lalor, M. F. Lynch, Thomag. 
Dillon,-Christopher Taylor, Philip Koghe, 
Charles Roche, Elias Derbally, Jobu Taaffe, 2. 
Thomas Fitzgerald, Richard Strange, Doo. — 
Willm. (YReilly; George @outd, Malachy 
Donelan,, Wiliam Bellew, Robert Freneh, 
Maurice O'Connell, Daniel Cronin, Daniel 
(O'Mahony, James Ryan, Gerald Aylmer. 
“‘Themias Galway, Jolw Whyte, Jobo Roche, 
Thoinas Redifgtav, E. Burke, J.M. Grain- 
ger, H. Trant, R. S. Keating. * 


, 
> 








SUMMARY OF POLITICS. |... 
Nava Ixauiny.——In the precedia 
number of this work was inserted the Tent 
Report of the Commiissioners of Naval In- 
quury, together with the most material part 
of the evidence thereunto annexéd, and also 
the written deievce of Mr. Trotter. ‘To 
those documents and to the observations 
wnade thereon, 1 beg leave tof eer. SRE 
reader ; because abat 1 have now to offe 
must be conyidered merely as supplen ent ¥ 
to what bas already - beep satd,——-ls 38 
known, that, as soon as the Tenth Keport 
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ad v 
cussion would have taken place on that day ; 
but, on Monday last, the ist instant, it was 
requested, by Mr. Putt, that the motion 
should be postponed until Monday, the &th 
instant, upon the following ground: that 
Lord Melville had, on Thorsday the 28th 
ultimo, addressed a letter to the Commis- 
missioners of Naval Inquiry, relatiye to the 
‘enth Report, and that the said letter, to- 
vether with any proceedings thereon on the 
part of the Commissioners, ought to be 
printed aod laid before the House previous 
to the intended discussion.——After some 
hesitation on the part of Mr. Grey, who 
spoke for Mr. Whitbread in ns absence, it 
was agreed to postpone the motion of the 
latter ull Monday vext.—Relating to this 
occurrence, the first object of remark would 
be, the singular fitness of things as exhibited 
in the time, the place, and the person, when, 
where, and by whom, this proposition was 
made: but, of that person hereafter: the’ 
time is now come when the people will 
have abundant opportunities of comparing 
his past ).rofessions witn his present conduct, 
—~—It is said, that the letter of Lord Mel- | 
ville, represented by Mr. Pitt as “ contain- 
“ing points of explanation of the highest 
“ importance,” states, that his lordship is 
now ready to swear, that he derived no ad- 
vantage whatever from the use of the public 
money flowing through his office. The 
reader will recolleet, that he refused to swear 
this, when yndet examinetion; and, that 
he sheltered himself ander the 5th clause of 
the act, under which the Naval Commis- 
sioners were sitting. What can have in- 
duced him ta change his mind?’ Or, where | 
can he have obtained new lights upon the 
subject? Every paper, relating to his con- 
cerus with the treasurership of thg navy, he 
furnt, at his leisure hours, during his re- 
tirement in Scotland, 2s apyears from his 
letter to the Commissioners (See Reg. p. 
455.) From his own papers, therefore, he 
cau have obtained no informat.on which he 
did not possess when he wrote the afore- 
fnentioned letter on the 30th af June last, 
previous to his examination vupan oath. But, » 
we are told .by-one of hig partisans, that, 
it hesitated to answer before, because, Mr. 
Trotter, having so confounded the public 
account with bis own and his own spits th it 
“ft Lord Melville, had rendered it impossible 
for his lordshi to- know, whether he might, 
or might not, have derived some advantage 
from } + toners faving check | 


— 


ay, the 4th instant. Of course, the dis- | 
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many years in this strange way? Is it likely 
that he should have done so without his 
lordship’s knowledge? Did his lordship 
draw on him, or receive money from him, 
and not know how much, and whose, money 
it was that he was receiving? Trotter has 
said, upon hjs oath, that sych was the nature 
of their monied connexion, that he could 
not pretend fo poiat out the cases when he 
advanced money to Mr. Dundas out of his 
private funds, or out of the funds belonging 
to the pablic. Whether such a mode of 
keeping accounts be much in use; whether 
it arose, in this instance, from a desire to af- 
ford, when called on, an elucidation of the 
transactions of the treasurer and his pay- 
master; or whether, indeed, it might have 
in view (though that is hardly credibie) the 
possibility uf something like that which hag 
now happened, and, therefore, provided the 
means of baf'ling the researches of imperti- 
nent curiosity: these are questions which 
may properly enough come under discussion 
another times but, at-present, all we have to 
ask is: dw, if the accounts were kept in 
the manner described by Mr. Trotter and 
Ais principal, bas that principal been able to 
discover, to 2 certainty, that be did not de- 
rive aoy advantage from Mr. Trotter's mal- 
practices; that he did not, in short, go snacks 
with Mr. Trotter? Yet,.the question goes 
further: how has that.priucipal been able 
to make xhé discovery nozy, at this late, this 
very late hour? Does any one umagine, that 
Lord Melville did not know the contents of 
the Tenth Report before tha: Report came 
out in the newspapers? Jt has been upon 
the table of the House of Commons these 
two months. How came his lordship oot 
to think of the “ points of explanation of 
‘ great importance,” as his right hon, friend 
calls thei; how came he never to thiok of 
submittiog these. points to the-commission- 
ers, and to offer (as it is said be has done 
to swear to them till now ? -Now, 
when the report is printed, and has bee 
read and talked of by the whole nation, a 
when his refusal to swear has been 89 univers 
sally insisted.on asa proof of his baying pate 
tictpated? Really, it is a pity the offer to 
swear (if it be at last made) was not & 
sooner |——But, we have not yet driven t 
nailhome. here; in the name of pr 
lity and of common sense, | ask, aber 
his lordship now found the happy 935 
ascertaining with such Bred ion, that he 
fie? received a share of Mi Trotter's pro- 
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enlighten his conscience, becavise that intel- 
ligent person himself swore, that he was 
unable ‘to state, whether Mr. Dundas had de- 
rived any profit from the use of the public 
money, or not. “There remains, then, vo 
source bot that of Mr. Dundas’s own recol- 
lection; and, upon an inquiry into dates, 
we shall find little ground for believing, that 
recollection can have afforded him much as 
sistance. From the language of his parti- 
sans, one would ecuncludce, that he had, in 
the first instance, bren taken by surfrtse ; 
aud, that, knowing Mr. Trotter to have ad- 


vanced him great sums of money, he could 


not positively swear, that nope of that moncy 
ever came out of the public purse, and, of 
course, that he could not swear that he had 
rot derived any advantage from the misuse 
of the public money passing through his of- 
five. But, first, observe, that there was 1 
surprise. The Commissiontrs, with a de- 
gree of candour equa} to their diligence, 10- 
telligence, and integrity, permitted the per- 
soos, Whom they examined, to come after- 
wards and explatn or correct the answers they 
hed given; accordingly we see, that Mr. 
Trotter, Mr. Antrobus, and others, did make 
such explanations and corrections, © Why 
did not Lord Melville do the same? Then, 
let it be remembered, that it is now two 
months since the report was laid before par- 
liament; and that it is four months since his 
Jordship’s evidence was taken by the Com- 
missioners. Strange, that he should never 
thir k of his explanations wll zetv/ Till now, 
that the peop‘e are demanding justice! But, 
four months for consideration; tour months 
tor explanation is not all; for, it must be ob- 
served, that his lordship had a very long 
time, in the first instance, to prepare those 
answers, which he now has thought it neces- 
sary to explain. Mr. Trotter was examined 
before, and not only before, but several 
months before, Lord Melville was examined. 
Mr. ‘Trotter's examination began in June 
last, and Lord Melville’s took place in No 

vember. All the questions | which could be 
put to the latter had been put to the former 
frst. One of them was in London and the 
other at Wimbledon; and, | leave any one 
to guess whether Mr. Trotter gave his lord- 
ship an account of what had, in respect to 
him, passed at the Board of Commissioners ! 
On the 14t6 of June (See Register, p. 488) 
Mr. Trotter was asked by ‘he Comwmission- 
es, whether Mr. Dundas had derived any 
advantage from the misuse of the public mo- 
ney ; end, it was not till the 542i of November 
that the” same question was put to Lord 
Melville (formerly Mr. Dondas) himself. 
Was not bere plenty of time for him to con- 
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sider of the answer he shonld give? Was this 


taking him by stirprise? And now, afiiy 


having had five mouths to prepare his ao. 
swer, and four months niore to sée how that 


answer would be received, he comes with’ 


his - poms of explanation % Verily, be who 
bas a good cause stands net in need of éuch 
indulgence. —— There are two or three de. 
tached arguments that | have heard made use 
of, in beba't of Lerd Melviile and Mr. Trot. 
ter, which I will jast: notice, The first is, 
that ‘* Lord Meiviile is as por as.a church 
mouse.” | could, in the wards of his own 
countryman. quorry the foct ; for, I think, it 
will be allowed, thas eleven thousand a year 
from the pubic purse, between hit and his 
lady, leaves theron litile reasi n to complain of 
poverty; especially when we see, that abont 
eight thousend a yeer is settled’on them for 
lite. We have not the rent roll of Lord 
Melville; if we “had, we should probably 
discover that he is fur fron being poor, even 
as to Jand:d estates. Besides; what dors a 
man want with meney, bot to make him 
great. and to make his family great; and, 
has not He effected this? Is he oot the firkt 
Laod of the Admiralty of Great Britain? Is 
he not inthe post formerly filled by Lord Howe, 
Lord Spencer, aud Lord St. Vincent ? Could his 
most daring hopes ever have aspired to such an 
honour? Is he not, besides, the sovereign 
dispenser of power and wealth in India and 
in Scotland? Let any ofe refer to an article, 
in a former part of tbis sheet, upow the sub- 
ject of Scotch patronage ; and, let hi récol- 
lect, at the same timey that Lord Melville 
has, for many years, had the disposing of In- 
dia patronage to an amount that produces a 
hundred thousand a year; let this be recol- 


lected, and let the reader consider what ef- 


fects this power bas had upon his own fami- 
ly. Mr. Dundas was, at ove and the same 
time, Treasurer of the Navy, President of 
the Board of Control, and Secretary of State 
for the War. department. What a sweep of 
power! What millions of patronage! He is 
now at the dead of the Admiralty; his ne- 
phew is Secretary at War. These were two 
departments hitherto not absolutely ghutted 
with the Dundas’s and their followers. They 
were fresh fields, as it were ; ‘and a gloriaus 
harvest they are yielding! Let it be ob- 
served, too, that Mr, Trotter, that ingenious 
accountant, is now again Paymaster of t 
Navy. This fact should be kept in view. 
The tenth report has not “been able 
to remove him. Mr. Canning, 10% 
has, I believe, the good: fortune to be re- 
lated to Lord Melville. Oh! itis a thrifiy 
and a thriving race! I see no signs 


that poverty, of which the partisans of all 
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Jordship think it wise to talk. Yes; to 
jalt of this poverty is a very good thing. 
ised in this way, it is a most useful quality. 
The being constantly dunned, and now and 
then sued for a trifling sum, are excellent 
proofs of a minister’s purity and disinterest- 
ziness ! This trick is, however, almost worn 
out. Every thing has its day; and, Tam 
persuade d, that the years are drawing nigh, 
when, to acquit a minister charged with 
peculation, something more than preten- 
sions to poverty wiil be required. ‘Men 
will recollect the parable of the unjust 
steward, aid will look not merely at the 
wealth amassed by a minister himself, but 
at that which Has been amassed, in so short 
a space of time and so unaccountably, by 
his relations and close political adherents ; 
aud, they will clearly discover, that, while 
he sullers all around him to plander, it 
would be perfect foily in him to become a 
plunderer in his own name.——With re- 
spect to Mr. Trotter, the plea of poverty 
has not been urged ;, but, we are told, by 
Lord Melvilie himself, of the zzadeguacy of 
his saary. Viewing Mr, Trotter, seated 
i his splendid mansion, with a fortune of 
a million, or more, we naturally look 
upon his salary of sool, ayear, now aug- 
mented to Sool. a year, as a mere trifle; 
especially, when we see him annually 
charged in Mr, Coutt’s books with from 
200]. to 3001. for Christmas bores! But, 
strip Mr. Trotter of these appendages ; 
make an estimate of his intrinsic talents 
and merns; and you will find, that his 
salary, together with a dwelling house, 
perhaps, with coals and candles, were quite 
as much as it was proper to allow him. 
And, as to the * responsibility,” of which 
so much has been said, the Commissioners 
have very justly observed, that if the law 
bad been obeyed, ‘here would have been 10 
responsibility resting upon him, . The plain 
statement of the case,-then, is; that, by 
risking the public money, and by augment- 
ing the public expenses, he first auwasses 
immense sums, and then he claims those 
sums as a just compensation for his re- 
sponsibility 5 which is, I take it, iw no re- 
spect interior to the conduct, spoken of by 
Swift, of Lord Peterborough’s steward, 
who pulled down a house, sold the ma- 
terials, pocketed the money, and then 
charged his lordship with repairs/..... 
Since the foregoing part, of this artiele 
was written, the Lertzr or Lorp Met- 
VILte to the Commissioners has made its 
appearance in the Sun newspaper. | It has 
no date; but it must be taken for granted, 


that it was, agreeably to the statement of 
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Mr. Pitt, written on the 28th ultimo. ATi 
that Ihave hitherio said respecting it is 
fully applicable to its contents ; only, that 
I proceeded upon thé supposition, that his 
lordship had now offered to swear positive- 
ly, that he never did derive any profit or 
advantage from the use which was made of 
the public money, passing through his of- 
fice. This is not the case ; and, indeed, 
excepl as the means of procuring a short 
delay, it is very hard-to conceive what pur- 
pose this letter could be expected or intend- 
ed to answer. Such as it is, however, I 
shall here insert it, and then trouble the 
reader with a very. short observation or two 
upon its conteats.- ‘* Having read your 
* Ten h Report, and observing particularly 
“ the following paragraph im the ILd4Ist 
‘* page, “ However the apprehension of 
* disclosing delicate and confidential 
“* * transactions of government might ope- 
«© « rate with Lord Melville in with-holding 
 « information respecting advances to other 
“« departments, we do not perceive how 
«« « that apprehension can at all account for 
«¢ «his retu-ing to state whether he derived 
“ * any profit or advantage from the use 
‘* * or employment of money issued for the 
« services of the navy. +f his lordship 
« «had received into his hands such mo- 
 «* nies as were advanced by him to other 
« « departments, .and had replaced them 
«* * ag soon as they were repaid, he could 
‘* “ not have derived any profit or ad- 
“ “vantage from, such transactions, how- 
‘« “6ever repugnant they might be to 
« «* the provisions of the legisla‘ure for the 
“© “ safe custody of public money,”"——TI 
“ think it necessary to state the following 
‘* observations, in order to place in their 
« just view the grounds on which I declined 
‘¢ answering your question, and which you 
“ appear not to have accurately understood. 
«¢ —.. When you first called upon me for 
« inform tion, I stated to you that [ had not 
‘© materials on which I could frame such an 
“ account as you required me at that time 
“« to prepare, and in a communication with 
‘* Mr Trotter, before my examination on 
« the 5th of November last, I learnt, for the 
‘6 first time, that in the accounts he had 
‘*‘ kept respecting my private concerns, he 
‘* had so biended his own private monies 
‘¢ with what.he had in his hands of public 
“ money, that it was impossible for him to 
‘© ascertain, with precision, whether the ad- 
“« vances he had occasion to make to me 
«© in the course of his running private ac- 
‘“< count with me, were made from the one 
** or from the other aggregate sums which 


“constituted his balance with Messrs. 





» ** money in his bands. 


$357 
** Coutts. ‘This circumstance, which I un- 
* derstood Mr.. Trotter had distinetly com- 
** municated to. you,. made it impossible for 
** me to return any other answer than EF did 
“ tothe general question which yey put to 
* me-—" Whether Mr. Trotter had applied 
* * any of the money issued, for carrying 
* “on the carrent service of the navy tor 
“ * my benefit or advantage ?” and to this 
* circumsjance I uniformly referred in my 
* answers to otber questions respecting the 
“( manver in. which Mr. Trotter applied the 
When you put 
** the quesiion to me, “| Whether I did di- 
** * rect or autherize Mr. Trotter to lay out 
“* «* or vapply, or cause to be laid out or ap- 
** plied, any of the money issued for car- 
** *¢rying op the current service of the navy, 
* “to my benefit or advantage?” My 
** answer was, ** To the best of my recol- 
“ * lection. I never did."——That answer 
* I now repeat. Had yoa proceeded to 
** inquire whether I] ever had any under- 
* standing, expressed or implied, with Mr. 
** Trotter respecting any participation of 
* advantages derived from the custody of 
* the public money, or whether I at any 
** ume kuowing/y derived any advantage to 
“* myself fiom any advances of public mo- 
“* ney, 1 should bave had no hesitation in 
** declaring, as 1 now declare, that there 
** pever was any such uaderstandinz, nor any 
“* thing like it, between Mr. Trotter and 
*« myself; that-I never knowingly derived 
* any such advantages; and ihat whatever 
** emolument accrued to Mr. Trotter in the 
* conduct of the pecuniary concerns of the 
** office, was, so far as] ant informed, ex 

* clusively bis own ——With respect to 
*€ any advances. which Mr. Trotter might 
** make oymy private account, | considered 
*« myself. as debtor to him alone, and as 
* standing with regard to him, in no other 
** predicament than I sbould have done 
** with any other man of business, who 
“* might be in occasional advance to me in 
“ the general management of my concerns 
* entrusted to him. It is impossible for 
** me to ascertain from any documents or 
** vouchers in my hands, or now existing, 
*« what the extent of those advances might 
** have been at any particular period. The 
** accounts which you have inserted in your 
*€ Report I never saw till I saw them in the 
** Report itself. Técy are no accounts of 
“mine, nor am Ja@party to them. They 





“* contain a variety of sums issued nominal- 
“* lyto me, which never came into my 
*+ hands, and they give no credit for various 
** sumsreceived by Mr. Trotter on my pri- 
* yate account from my salary as Treasurer : 
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** of the Navy, and other sources of income 
‘of which he was in the receipt, nor do 
“ they take any notice of the security of 
“‘ which he was in possession for the re. 
payment of any balance at ony time-dne 
** to bin from private funds.——With se 
** spect to the sums of naval money ad¥aneed 


“ tome, and applied to other services, Fido - 


‘“* not feel it-necessary to make any addi- 
** tional observations, except to dectare, 
* that all those sums were returned to the 
* furids from which they were taken, having 
“ in no. instance been withdrawn’ from it 
* for any purpose of private emolament or 
“ advantage.——- Before I -conelude, J wish 
* to correct an inaccuracy which I observe 
*« in one part of the evidence in-A ppeidix 
“ No. 7, p. 192. The questiod is put to 
‘* me, “ Did you derive any profit or ads 
“« « vantage from the use or employment of 
« & money issued for carrying on thé cur- 
“rent service of the navy between the 
« « 1oth Aug. 1782, and 30th Apu, 1783; 
‘* «© or between the Ist Feb. 1784, and Bist 
6“ Dec. 1785, during which. perigds 


« « held the office of treasurer of the davy 2”. 
“ which question I there answer bya fe- | 


“ ference to the answer given’ to a similar 
** question put to me before, 
“ isinaccurate in so tar as it contaifis 4 re- 
“ ference to Mr, T.’s mode of blending’ his 
“ funds in his private account with Messrs, 
* Coutts. Mr. Lrotter was not paymaster 
© till the year 1750. ihe eitcumstznces, 
‘¢ therefore, relating to }ir.: ‘Trotters ace 
‘* count, which precluded my returning an 
“ answer to your former questions, do not 
‘* apply to the periods specified in that men- 
‘* tioned, and I can therefore have no dif- 
** ficulty in declaring. that during those pe~ 
« riods I did not derive any advantage from 
«« the use or employment of public money 
“ issued for carrying on the service of the 
“ navy. Having stated these facts, it is al- 
“* most unnecessary to add, that’I am at 
“* any time ready to verify them upon My 
‘* oath.——I have the honour to be, Gea- 
“ tleemen,—MeLvitve.” First ; is it 
pot strange, that Mr. Dundas should never, 
till called upon by the Commissioners, have 
known in what manner his accounts were 
kept by Mr. Trotter? Szconp ry, is it not 
equally strange, that Mr. Dundas should 
possess no bock, or paper, that could enable 
him to ascertain what the extent of Mr. Trot-, 
ter’s advances fo him, at any one time, 





might be ? ‘One can easily enough conceive 
that Lord Melville is perfectly right in dis- 
claiming all acquaintance with the accounts. 


extracted from the books of Mr. ma 
but, one must suppose the connexion 
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tween him and Myr. Trotter to, be of 2 
wery singudar nature, before one can pos- 
sibly account for his having no do- 
cument whatever to ehable him to 
ascertain cvbhat sums Mr. Trotter edvanced 
him/—Tuirwty (and, this, is, indeed, the 
jet of the letter) How is the case mended bythe 
introduction of the words, ‘** understanding” 
and ** KNOWINGLY?” Being asked, upon 
oath, whether Mr. Trotter had’ ever applied 
any of the Naval Money for his (Lotd Mel- 
villés’) benetit or advantage, Ae refused to an- 
ser, for fear of criminatine himself; but 
now he says, that, if the Commissioners had 
goue on and asked him, whether he, at any 
time, kxowtag/y derived any such advantage, 
he should have had no hesitation in de- 
claring, a8 he now declares, that he never 
kuowingly did. And, why, if they did not 
pat the question ia this precise form, did he 
not answer in this form. Why did he not 
say: “ Knowingly I never did?” They ask- 
ed him whether he ever directed Trotter to 
lay outthe pablic money for his advantage ; 
to which he answered: “ To the best of my 
‘« recollection, I never did.” Why aot give 
a qualified answer’in the other case also? 
Why this after-thoughr in one case and not in 
the other? Why seek refuge under the act 
as to the deriving of advantage, and not seek 
that refuge as to the giviog of Trotter posi- 
tive directions to procure for bim stich ad- 
vantage ? Upon the term ‘* understanding” a 
remark presents itself. When asked upon 
oath, whether he ever directed or authorised 
Trotter to lay out any of the Nayal Money 
Sor his (Lord: Melville's) benefit or advan- 
tage, his lordship answered: “ 'To the best 
“ of my recollection I never did.” So, you 
sce, after having had from June to Novem- 
ber to think about it (except the little time 
that was tike® up with the Catamaran pro- 
ject) he could nor positively swear, that he 
never had dtrected Trotter to lay out the pub- 
lic money to his benefit or advantage! This 
he now explains by saying, that, if they had 
asked him, whether he ever had any ‘© az- 
derstanding with Mr. Trotter respectin; 
* any participation of advantages,” tie should 
instanily have answeted, that hé never had 
any such understanding with Trotter, Bat, 
under correction of Lord Melville, this is 
quite another quéstion ; fot, who doés not 
perceive, that he might have directed Trot- 
ter to lay out the public money for his ad- 
vantage, without letting Trottér participate 
with him? Whit a person of high rank and 
station is asked, * did you ever diréct any one 


fo misapply the public money fo y ‘ | ad: 


_ 


vantage,’ we expect him to answer, ‘ NO: 
dald reed no 


We naiurally expect, chat he sh 
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recollection upon such asubject : insucha case, 
“ he who deliberates is lost.” This Lord 
Melville xow appears to have discovered 
the impression upon the public mind has 
been perceived; but, it is not to be re- 
moved by an explanation like that upoa 
Which we have been remarking. “The same 
may be said of the answer to that plain and 
pithy’ question: did you ever derive ary 


benfit or advantage from the misapph- 
cation of the naval money? ‘To this 


question, if all had been right, what 
need was there of any answer but that 
which is contained in the afére-mentioned 
monosyllable ? * NO," was all that onght 
to have becn necessary, unless the impa- 
tience of the answerer had hurried into a 
repetition of that negative, ‘ No, No, no!” 
might have been expected ; but, certaialy 
no one ovght, in such a case, and froma 
such a person, to have expected hesitation, 
much less a refusal, grounded on a feat of 
self-crimination, and an exposure to pains 
or penalties. What, as to this question, 
was it to Lord Melville how Mr. ‘Trotiet’s 
accounts were kept ? Lord Melville oucKr 
TO HAVE KNOWN that he newer pockcled 
any money but bis oun; and, this was all that 
was wanted to enable him at once to answer 
the question of the Commissioners. There 
needed, in such case, no gwalification; no 
recourse to the saving word “ kydwingly ;~ 
and, what must have been the connexion 
between these two men, if Mr. Dundas 
did tivt know, at any one time, whether he 
was pocketing the public mohey, ot not ? 
Is it méant to be insinuated, that Trofter 
was in the babit of lending him large sums of 
money, and that, as these loais were ad- 
vantegeons to him, he might, unknowingly 
receive advantage from the misapplication 
of the public money? Bat, first, how 
came Mr. Dundas to think of borrowing 
large stims of tioney from a clerk whose 
salary was only SOO. a year? ~ This is, in- 
deed, a most misérable subterfuge ; for 
what ib 4t fo the pablic' whether he received 
the advantage in the shape of simple parti- 
cipation with Trotter, or whether Trotte’ 
conveyed it to him under the name of loans ? 
this poor “* kiowingly” is ah afer- 
thought; but, it obly makes the matter 
worse, for it now shows us, that even four 
months of reflection, aided by the ahi« 
madversions of the public, have not enabled 
the accased toinivent any fhing that make 
in his favout.—+— Tt has been asked, by th 
pattisans of Lord Melville, how we can 
ccount bet He hoe, to ven at once 
though falsely, suppose.) that he never 
Serived any prolit of adyantege ‘from the 
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misapplication of the public money ; they 
have asked us, how we can possibly at- 
tribute this refusal to any thing but his lord 
ship's conscientiousness ; and, sav they if 
you allow him to. be so conscientious, how 
can you believe him guilty of pecu'ation ? 
This, if we were to adimt the pr mises, 
is by no means a legitimate conclus on 
But, we never have nade such an admission. 
We never pretended to look for any motive 
in his Jordship’s refusal other than that 
whicb he pofessed to ac! from, namely, 
the fear of criminating himself and ex- 
posing himself to paius or penalties; and 
this be might do in two ways, first, by 
acknowledging himself guiliy of peculation, 
and, secondly, by swearing falsely, and 
thereby incurring the punishment due to wil 
ful perjury. This latter consideration was, 
one would think, quite sufficient to account 
for his refusal to swear that he never had 
derived any advantage from the misuse of 
the public movey. Besides, if bis lordship 
did touch a part of Mr. Trotter's little pro- 
fits (and he is not even yet prepared to 
swear that he did not), can it be supposed, 
that Mr. Trotter would have been very well 
pleased at being Jeff alone ? Can it be 
supposed that Mr. Troster would have 
stomached that? No; Mr. Trotter would 
certainly have thought himself ill-used, if 
the shield of the mighty northern chieftain 
had thus been withdrawo from him. In 
such case, God koows what Mr. Trot- 
ter might have been tempted to do, or 
at least, to say/ Mr. Trotter would have 
had no notion of becoming the 'scape- 
goat; and no one could have blamed 
him. We see, indeed, that he has been 


treated with great indulgence. -Some of the - 


Dundas partisans, who have more zeal than 
knowledge, have attempted to throw a// the 
burden upon Trotter. But, Lord Melville 
takes care not to countenance any such en- 
deavour. He knows better. And, let it be 
remembered, that, notwithstanding all that 
has been discovered, Mr. Trotter is sfi// pay- 
master; re-instated by Mr. Canning after he 
had been turned out by Mr. Tierney! There 
he is; still in that same office; still nosing 
and insulting that public, millions of whose 
earnings he has so freely handled! 
One advantage, afforded by Lord Mel- 
vVille’s letter, is, that his partisans have no 
Tonger any justificatory matter to bint at. 
The whole of this matter is now before the 
parliament and the public. Indeed, the 
thing was complete before; and, it is im- 
possib'e to attribute this letter to any other 
motive than that of obtaining a delay. This 





object the Commissioners appear clearly to 








have perceived; and, they have according. 
ly defeated it by answering, very traly, that’ 
it would not become them to re-open the 
examination upon the subject of the Tenih 
Report. mere y upon the suggestion of any 

the parties to whose conduct the Report relates, 
Tiey were, they say, occupied several 
months in the inquiry ; those who were ex- 
amined by them had the fullest opportuni. 
ties of correcting, at any time, during the 
progress of the inquiry, apy mistakes 
which might inadvertantly have been 
made. * But, is it, |} would ask, reasonable to 





* Answer of the Commissioners, dated 
2d April, 1805 —— My lord,— We have re- 
ceived your lordship’s letter of the 28th of 
last month, by which you intimate that we 
appear not to have accurately vaderstood 
the ground: on which you declined ‘answer- 
ing onr questions, and submit to us some 
observa:jons in order to plice those grounds 
in their just view; and also express a wish, 
before you conclude, to correct an inaccura- 
cy in’one-part of your evidence, and a re@- 
diness to verify by your oath the facts stated 
in that letter. ——Jf.it be the object of this 
communication. that we should again re- 
quire your lordsh'p’s attendance, for the pur- 
po e of being examined, touching these mat- 
ters, and that we should make a Supple- 
mental Report upon the result of that ex- 


| amination, and such other examinations a3 


we might ther-upon judge necessary, there 
can be no disinclinetion on our parts (as far 


as we are concerned in the proceeding) to 


meeting your lordship's wishes :—but it 
appears to us that the inquiry, which is the 
subject of the Tenth Report, has attained 
that period, when it would nor become us 
to adopt such a measure, merely upon the 
suggestion of any of the parties, to whose 
conduct that Report relates. -—— We were 
occupied several months in investigating the 
mode of conducting the business of the of- 
fice of Treasurer of the Navy: those who 
were examined by us had the fullest oppor- 
tunity of stating and explaining all things 
which related to the management of that 
department, or to the share which they re- 
spectively bad init; and of correcting, at 
any time, during the progress of the in- 
guiry, any mistakes which might inadvert- 
ently have been made. Our opinion and 
observations upon the irregularities and 
abuses, which we discovered, were formed 
and drawn up with the otmost care and de- 
liberation; and they are gow submitted to 


the three branches of the legislature, as the 
act, by which we are appointed, requires. if 


it could be made to appear upon a represeg- 
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sopose, that these Commissionérs are to he | 
wale i back agaio to ask a man such cues- 
as he hali wish to have put to himself ! 
observe, too, that this takes place, af 
report his been printed; after the 
comnents of the people bave been heard ; 


ci je 
tions 
A 0 i. 


{el he 


the eraminatton have produced the orentest 
-2-¢, and stand, therefore, the most in need 
ot erp vuation! Ig it reasonable, or rather, is it 
not grossly ab-urd, to sappose, that such was 
the use. to Which this Commission was to be 
applied ? T cannot couclude without re- 
peatiog, that very great, and, in my opi- 
pion, much tou great indulgence, has been 
grated to Mr. Trotter and his principal. 
‘1. Trotter was permitted to subjoin a writ- 
ten paper to the evidence which he bad given, 
and to the questions which he had refused 
toanswer upon oath. The Commissioners 
have pointed ont the extreme modesty of the 
person, who, to avoid the danger of crimi- 
niting himself refased explanations required 
of him, and afterwards oWered.a ju-tification 
on his own terms ; aod, their remarks upon 
this topic would apply equally well to their 
present noble correspondent, It is, besides, 
an indulgence uaheard of. When evidence 
is given, it cannot be recalled. A man can- 
not, either by explanaiion or otherwise, be 
permitted to unswear thar which he has 
To permit a defence to be made in 
(ls way is, moreover, entirey without a 
precedent; and, the reader will remember, 
that | last week referred to the case of Sir 
Thomas Rumbold, who asked to have his 
justificatory papers presented to -pariiament 
in company with the report of the Commit- 
tee that had examined evidence relative to 
his condact, and whose request Was positives 
ly refused, and that, too, by the very person, 
in whose behalf Mr. Pitt is now demanding 
a similar step as aright. Sir Thomas Rom- 
bola was himself a member of parliament, 
and, when the resolutions of the Committee 
were brought forward for the sanction of 
the House, he moved, “ that the papers laid 


SWOrt, 





tation to them that any thimg has been 
omitted on our part, that any misander- 
standing or error had occurred, and that a 
further inquiry is advisable upon these or 
auy other grounds, it would be for them to 
direct such farther inquiry, and to decide by 
whom, and in what manner, it should be 
prosecuted; but, in the present cireum- 
s\ances, it appears to us that we cannot with 
propriety resume it.——We have the ho- 





obedient humble servants,— (5; ned) Cu. 
M. Pore, Ewan Law, Jonn Foap, H. 
Nicuotts, W. Macxwoarrs Pracp. 
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* upon the table by him, aid necessary for 
“ his defence, be referred to the samie-com- 
** mittee.” To this hig accuser Mr, Don- 
dis, objected: “ Because,” said he, “ i 
“ would be perfectly inconsistent ta mix (he 
* defence with the accuation; and, in fact, 
* the Baronet cannot make a defence till he 
* be charged, for the resolutions at present 
‘** are to be sure strong facts against him, 
‘“* but nothing is yet decidéd on; and, agree- 
‘€ ably to the parliamentary form, the pro- 
** per time for hs defence will be on the se- 
** cond reading of the intended bill of pais 
© and penalties against bim, when he will 
“ be allowed the free use of counsel, and 
“every kind of evidence he may think 
‘* proper to adduce,” ‘This was the doc- 
trine of the very man, in whose behalf Mr, 
Pitt has now insisted upon the right of pre- 
senting to the House of Consmons a justifi- 
calory paper to accompany a Report made 
against his conduct, But, umes are changed ! 
The doctrine above cited was the doctrine 
of 1782. It was the doctrine of those cays 
when the pure virgin star first made its ap- 
pearance in tbe political horizon — I feel an 
uncommon degree of pleasure in looking 
back at those times of maiden modesty and 
innocence. Hence it was that! fell upon 
the admirable paseage, which I have chosen 
as a motto for the present sheet ; and, | 
beseech the reader to bear wi‘h me, while | 
further indulge in the delightful task of 
making some further extracts from the 
speeclies of the same immaculate person- 
nage. J will begin with his very first 
speech. The subject was the retrenchment 
of the expenses of the civil list; for, rext 
to liberty and purity, economy was his ta- 
vourite topic. “ It is the immediate duty 
“ of the Commons House of Parliament 
* té guard the liberties, the lives, and 
“ the properties of the people. The last 
“ obligation is the strongest ; it is more im- 
“ mediately incumbent upon them to guard 
“ the properties, because they are more 
* liable to invasion by the secret and subtle 
« attacks of inflnence, then either their 
“ lives or their liberties. It will be no dimi 
“ nution of true grandeur to yield to the 
« respectful petitions of the people, The 
“ tutelage of this House may be a hard 
“ term; but it cannot be disgraceful to a 
“ constitutional king. Magnificence is not 
« inconsistent with economy, but, on the 
“ contrary, in a time of necessity, and of 
** common exertion, solid grandeur is de- 
“* pendeat on the reduction of expense ; 


hour to be, my lord, your lordship’s Tost - '* and, it is the general sentiment that ecu- 


““Hamy is, at this time, essentially neces. 
« sary fo national salvation,”"——I will not 


stop here to ask whether this speech, which 
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was made in Feb. 1801; was remembered 
last July, when an immense addition was 
made to the grants for the Civil List, and 


when an addition of 1,5001. a year was made 
to Lord Melville's salary for the sinecore 
place of keeper of thé siguet.——The next 


speech I shall quote from was the second he 
made. It was opon the subject of a Board 
of Commissioners of Accounts, and oa the 
Bist March, 1801.——‘* What is it that 
* gives the House of Commons i's im- 
* portance ? What but the power of the 
“ purse? Every branch of the legislature 
“ has something to distinguish it, and that 
“ which at once gives the character and 
“ elevation of the Commons House of 
“« Parliament, is, that they hold the 
** stri of the national purse, aad are 
entrusted with the great and important 
“ power, first of granting the money, and 
“ then of correcting the expenditure... .... 
« How humiliating, bow miserable a picture 
* of parliamentary power is it now wished 
“ to be exhibited! So, then, all the power 


** of parliament, with respect to the allevia- 4 j 1, 
** tion Of national bardens, the redress of | “ abetted and ds/endéd, and the rebellion of 
** orievances, the reform of expense, the 
' ** promuted.” I have once before denied this, 


“ economy, the system, the elucidation of 
** office, is sunk into a disgraceful negative | 
** Ohe positive power, indeed, remains ; ‘+e 
* odious power of taxing the peop/e, whenever 
« the minister thinks proper. The odious 
* power of making them pay for his cwi/d 
** schemés and lavish corruption........... 
Bravo! But, let us take breath a little, .for 
there is something still better coming... ... 
* The minister has disregarded the report 
* of the Commissioners, a report de/ivercd 
“ in upon cath, and having all the facts sta- 
“ ted in it ascertained upon the oaths of a 
** variety of witnesses, and has preferred the 
** loose conversation of a public board, su/- 
“ Serin. them fo become the unsqworn wttnesses 
“ in thir oun cduse!......And, here | 
* mast remark, and I verily believe it, on 
“ my credit, my honour, avd my cunscience, 
* that the minister means.and designs, that 
“ the Commissioners shall spend their time 
* in inguiring into trifles, without going into 
“ an examination of any great, extensive, 
“ and important object, the better to con- 
** tizue the deception, avd to carry on the Ay- 
rt) Q j and deceit that have already led 
« the House ittto so ritany votes disgzacetul 
* to themselves and ruinous ,to the public, 
+ «4+, J eatnestly conjure the House to 
cir own eyes, and to consult their 
nder tandling® 5 te return to a sense 
En. wy a. Be 
duty to the people; to act like do. 









ndependent ines rat parliament, 
longer implicitly pin their faith 
leeve of a niinister, whose sole 
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object it is to deceive and mislead just as 
* best answers bis purpose." ——With jan. 
guage and professions tike these it was that’ 
he began his career; that he gained thecong. 
dence of the people of Englaud; that he be- 
came prime minister of the crown, ghd that 
he seated himself so fitmly as to bé able to 
set all his opponents at defiance. Ata moment 
of more leisure, I shall, probably, traee him 
onwards from the year 1782, under the title 
of the “ Parrior’s Progress;” which, [ 
am inclined to think will bear no very faint 
resemblance to the “ Progress of Love.” 
For the present, I must leded the reader 
to the assistance of his own meniory, which 
will, doubtless, farnish him with an abun- 
dance of facts applicable to the present scene 
of things. —-—I shall conclude with begging 
the reader's attention to. one short remark 
upon a passage from the memorable Adding- 
tonian pamphlet bythe “* Nean Onserver.” 
That writer attributed to the New Opposition 
the clamours against the inquiry instituted to 
reform abuses. “ The ‘insurrection of job- 
“ bers in the dock yards,” says he, “ was 


“« boards and departments eacouraged and 


as far as relates to. persons in the opposition, and 
I now deny it agdin. My work was regarded 
as an opposition print, and I defy any ons to 
point out a single sentence of my writing 
defending any jobber, or othér suspected 
person; or, in anywise blaming’ Lord St, 
Vincent for his endeavours to bring then 
to jastice. The letters of several corfes- 
pondents. having, perhaps, such an_ object 
in view, were published by me; but lam 
sure my. readers will recollect, not only thet 
{ was always ready to admit, but that Ia 
tually did admit, several very long articles 
on the other side. Indeed, I never, im any 
single instance, refused admiitance to an at- 
ticle sent me io defence of aby part of the 
administration ot Lord St. Vincent, And, 
asto the members of the opposition, we 
shall now have an opportunity of com ng 
their sentiments, and what is more, therr 
conduct, with that of the persons, who 100k 
so much credit with the country for havin 
instituted the*Board of Naval Inquiry. Abt 
public men are now upon their trial the 
whole -nation are the spectators, and are 
wailing most anxionsly for the restilt. »..+. 
[Several other subjects, the, EcevantH Re: 
port, the Affairs in the ya 
as. ° 33 


&c. would claim atiention ; bat, 
whet we have in future to expect, 
ters like that which now. fills the o 
ali men, all other concerns are, ' 
tively, of little moment.} 
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